





« 2022 - WCWCD begins the process of a 2" Amendment and Restatement of
the RWSA addressing old and new 1ssues that confront municipal water service
within the County

¢ 2023 — (May 26, 2023) Virgin formally petitions the WCWCD Board for
Admission into the RWSA.



1997 VIWSA

WCWCD to supply culinary water from the Cottam Well in Toquerville to Virgin’s
water storage and delivery system (15K gallons per month for a base rate that can be
adjusted over time and overage fees for use of more that 15K gallons

Virgin to relinquish its leased water rights and convey title on the Town’s treatment
plant to the District.

District to pay off some of the Town’s debts related to its treatment plant (59K)

Virgin to collect and remit to the District a “Water Connection Fee” similar to an
impact fee of $1,500 for each new home or $3,000 for each new commercial
connection.



PROPOSAL

NUTS & BOLTS

Virgin work with District Staff to calculate the “Reimbursement Obligation™ aka

“late comers fee” that Virgin will need to pay to the District pursuant to Section 6.2.1
of the current RWSA.

WCWCD (thru this Board) approve Virgin’s joinder request by resolution.

Virg\j{/l tender payment of the Reimbursement Obligation within 45 days of the
WCWCD Board adopting the resolution.

W}?V}\ICD and Virgin execute a special amendment to the RWSA (specific to Virgin)
which:

A. Keeps the 1997 Water Supply Agreement in place.



B.

C.

PROPOSAL

NUTS & BOLTS

Keeps the 1997 Water Supply Agreement in place. (Virgin now a party to
bothpagreements — 1997 \If)g\f}éAgand 2019 RWSA) (Virg party

Virgin continue to collect and remit to the District the Water Connection
Fee (aka Impact Fee) under the 1997 VWSA until it has reached its
Equivalent Residential Connection C%p set forth in the 1997 VSWA —
1000 ERCs or 1000 acre feet (“ERC Cap”).

Virgin to continue to collect and remit the Minimum Monthly Charge or
Standby Fee to the District as required under the 1997 VWSA until the
ERC has been reached.

Virglin not collect the impact fee due under Section 8.2 of the 2019 RWSA
until the ERC Cap of the 1997 VWSA has been reached.



PROPOSAL

NUTS & BOLTS

E. Immediately Virgin to begin collecting and remitting to the District
the Water Development Surcharge pursuant to Section 8.3 of the
2019 RWSA.

F. Once the ERC Cap has been reached under the 1997 VWSA, Virgin
will begin:

1.  Collecting and remitting the Impact Fee required under Section 8.2 of the
2019 RWSA at the time of permitting new ERCs.

1. Collecting and remitting the monthly “Wholesale Rate” to the District for
culinary water used thru Virgin’s system above and beyond the 1000 acre
feet allowed under the 1997 VWSA.



PROPOSAL

NUTS & BOLTS

E. Immediately Virgin to begin collecting and remitting to the District the
Water Development Surcharge pursuant to Section 8.3 of the 2019
RWSA.

F. Once the ERC Cap has been reached under the 1997 VWSA, Virgin will
begin:

1.  Collecting and remitting the Impact Fee required under Section 8.2 of the 2019
RWSA at the time of permitting new ERCs.

ii.  Collecting and remitting the monthly “Wholesale Rate” to the District for culinary
water used thru Virgin’s system above and beyond the 1000 acre feet allowed under
the 1997 VWSA.

G. Virgin get a seat at the Tech Advisory Board and Admin Advisory Board



WHY DIDN'T VIRGIN JOIN

IN THE FIRST PLACE

* There was 137 connections to Virgins system in 1997 when the 1997
VWSA was entered into.

* By 2006 (9 years later) there was 208 connections.

* Looking at historical growth, the average absorption in Wash County
over last 30 years 1n 2006 was 3-4% (6-7 connections per year) Town

administration likely felt they had a 100 year supply of connections
(water) under the 1997 VWSA

* Did not have a good crystal ball




WHY DIDN'T VIRGIN JOIN

IIIIIIIIIIIIIII

* Most Important

BECAUSE RON SAID SO!

n Thompson



“WIN™
FOR VIRGIN

* Virgin has now (2023) used 654 connections (+/-) and has development
proposals (land use applications) in one stage or another that will likely
utilize approximately 260-70 connections — leaving the Town with

approximately 80-90 connections (less than an 8 year supply based on
current absorbtion.

* Virgin needs a long-term water supply or it needs to enact a long-term
moratorium on development within the Town.

* Most of the growth has been in the recreational lodging uses and not

necessarily residential uses and especially not median income or workforce
housing which 1s in such demand up the Zion Canyon.



“WIN™
FOR VIRGIN

* Because of Virgin’s size and location 1t would have a hard time acquiring
and developing new water sources in such a way that would make culinary
water service to residents financially feasible.

* Virgin cannot play ball with the big boys of Washington County

) /\
w St George

IVINS CITY



“WIN™
FOR VIRGIN

* Membership in the 2019 RWSA will require Virgin to be accountable and
insist upon new development compliance which will make Virgin
sustainable:

* Water Efficiency and
* Groundwater Protection for the Virgin River

* Limitation on densities or
* Long term wastewater solution

* The longer Virgin waits the larger the Late Comers Fee will be.



“WIN™
FOR WCWCD

(AND ITS MUNICIPAL MEMBERS)

e The WCWCD mission is:

The conserving, developing, managing and stabilizing water supplies within the
county in an ongoing effort to provide a safe, sustainable water supply for current
and future generations.



“WIN™
FOR WCWCD

(AND ITS MUNICIPAL MEMBERS)

Virgin’s joinder will assist a municipality within this County be able to
provide safe and sustainable water for the current and future generations of
Virgin residents — fulfilling your mission.

It 1s the neighborly thing to do, but more so, it 1s the regional thing to do if
water conservancy and water source protection 1s truly important (and it
should be important).

The most vital water source in Washington County has runs right through
Virgin



“WIN™
FOR WCWCD

(AND ITS MUNICIPAL MEMBERS)

The District 1s 1n a much better position to analyze, design, finance, and

implement water source development and infrastructure on a regional basis,
more so than any one municipality —- WATER IS REGIONAL.

Virgin’s joinder would create additional revenue stream
* Initially 1t will just be the surcharge, but eventually impact fees

Reuse Water (contractually its Virgin’s 1s Virgins unless modified by a Virgin
specific amendment to the RWSA



“WIN™
FOR WCWCD

(AND ITS MUNICIPAL MEMBERS)
The District can better enforce water conservation and water source protection
thru the RWSA
* Water Efficiency Standards
* Impact Fee Deterrents
* Water Source Protection (Ground Water and Surface Water)

The District and its Municipal Members under the RWSA have one less
competitor in the water right resale market.

The District can better plan for water infrastructure 1f it knows that Virgin 1s a
customer (not just thru 1000 connections but beyond).



Third Amendment to Agreement
This Amendment is entered into this  day of September, 2023, to amend the Water
Reuse Feasibility Study Agreement (“Agreement”) dated November 1, 2021 by and between

Washington County Water Conservancy District (“District™), and Stantec (“Contractor”).

WHEREAS, the parties desire to amend the services to be completed by the Contractor as
described in the Scope of Work and Fee Proposal attached as Exhibit A to this Amendment;

NOW THEREFORE, the Agreement is amended as follows:

. The Scope of Work referenced in the Agreement shall be amended as described in
Exhibit A to this Amendment.

All the remaining provisions of said Agreement shall remain in full force and effect.
WASHINGTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT

Zachary Renstrom, General Manager

STANTEC

Clint Rogers, Vice President



EXHIBIT A

@ Stantec

Washington County Regional Reuse Project
Amendment to Large-Scale USBR Funding Opportunity Project
Scope of Work

Background

The Stantec/Bowen Collins and Associates (Stantec/BC&A) team was originally hired by Washington
County Water Conservancy District (WCWCD or District} in November 2021 to prepare a feasibility study to
be submitted to the US Bureau of Reclamation (USBR) for funding consideration under the Title 16
WaterSmart grant program for reuse projects. The contract was amended in May 2022 to prepare a
separate feasibility study for the Ash Creek Project for the USBR’s Small Storage Program funding
opportunity. Later, the reuse feasibility task was amended for the purpose of applying for feasibilify study
funding {study grant) and design/construction funding (design/construction grant) under the USBR Large-
Scale Water Recycling Program. The amendment expanded the reuse feasibility study to include
alternatives development and cost estimating for the full list of regional reuse projects (~$600M in capital
improvements) and evaluates and incorporates indirect or direct potable reuse as well as reuse for
irrigation.

Since the amendment, additional effort has been added to the project scope at the District's request. This
amendment seeks funding to cover the additional efforts related to the District's requests for the
Stantec/BC&A team. This amendment does not cover addressing extensive comments from the USBR’s
formal review of the feasibility study that would require revisions to cost estimates, design, or economic
analyses.

Task Description
The scope of work for amending the current Large-Scale Water Recycling project includes the following
tasks and deliverables:

Task 1 — Define Issues and Needs (estimated level of effort is 12 hours)
e Evaluate and review the revised water use analysis

Task 4 - Concepts for Advanced Water Treatment for Potable Reuse (estimated level of effort is 13 hours)
¢ Evaluate treatment concepts and regulatory framework related to PFAS

Task 6 - Regional Conveyance and Storage Needs (estimated level of effort for BC&A is $21, 000)
¢ Evaluate regional storage and conveyance projects for the District's strategic plans

Task 7 - Environmental Impacts (estimated level of effort is 163.5 hours)
+ Consider potential environmental impacts; Virgin River Program modeling and analysis

Task 11 - Feasibility Study/Applications (estimated level of effort is 168.75 hours)
s Ongoing Feasibility Study strategic evaluations and document revisions
e Support WCWCD staff with the development of a study grant application for USBR Large
Scale Projects

Task 12 - Project Management and Administration {estimated level of effort is 39.25 hours)

s Project management activities including
e Internal coordination

Design with community in rmind



@ Stantec

¢ Project administration
e Monthly invoices and tracking

Schedule

The USBR has yet to release a Notice of Funding Opportunity (NOFO) for Large-Scale Reuse Project
Funding. To accommodate the application/feasibility study process and the additional subtasks related to

the scope, Stantec is requesting a schedule extension to 12/31/2023.

Fee

The proposed fee is presented in the table below. Work will be billed monthly on a time and materials basis
using the previously agreed upon rates, and not to exceed the total listed without approved contract

amendment.

Task
Task 1 — Define Issues and Needs
Task 4 — Concepts for Advanced
Water Treatment for Potable Reuse
Task 6 — Regional Conveyance and
Storage Needs

Task 7 — Environmental Impacts

Task 11 - Feasibility
Study/Applications

Task 12 - Project Management and
Administration

Total

The revised contract amount including amendment is $685,081.00.

Design with community in mind

Stantec
$10,440.00

$3,015.00
$0.00
$38,085.00
$37,695.00

$8,850.00
$ 98,085.00

BC&A
$0.00

$0.00
$21,000.00
$0.00
$0.00

$0.00

$ 21,000.00

Total Fee
$10,440.00

$3,015.00
$21,000.00
$38,085.00
$37,695.00

$8,850.00
$ 119,085.00



SBAR Agenda Item #  IVMhicipa]l Wowd+/ e bo/ Exemphog
| situation: '
S The board adopted water efficiency standards on August 7. These standards are
instrumental to achieving water security for the region and have implications for
state policy and funding. All subscribers to the RWSA must implement the standards

within their jurisdiction by December 1, 2023.

Requests for exemptions to the standards must be approved by the WCWCD Board
of Trustees.

Background:
B To aid the board in evaluating requests for exemption, district staff have drafted a
policy document that prescribes the process, including the type of information to be
presented by the applicant and a requirement for district staff to assess and report
the potential impacts of the request.

Analysis:
A Whereas the standards are vital to achieving water sustainability, a structured
process will ensure trustees are adequately informed prior to making a
determination.

Recommendation:
R That the Board of Trustees adopt the proposed policy “Municipal procedure for
requesting exemption from water efficiency standards.”
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Municipal Procedure for Requesting Exemption from Water Efficiency Standards
September 2023

BACKGROUND

Water efficiency standards for new development are one of the most impactful measures for ensuring
water security for the residents of Washington County. By adopting unified standards, the region ensures
new facilities will be highly efficient and have predictable and manageable water demands. Furthermore,
a unified approach:

1. Establishes and maintains parity among the region’s cities relative to economic opportunity
associated with a reliable water supply

2. Facilitates more effective messaging

3. Simplifies compliance for the development community

4. Conforms to state standards regarding municipal supply planning

Utah Administrative Rule 653-11-8 requires cities to implement policies compliant with the Washington
County Water Conservancy District's (district) standards to be eligible for certain state conservation
funding. The adoption of exemptions to standards may jeopardize the region’s ability to obtain state
funding.

In addition, failure to achieve the current source sizing standard of 0.59 acre-feet per new equivalent
residential connection may result in a state-mandated higher standard. A higher standard would reduce
the number of new connections that could be served by the district and necessitate an increase in
associated impact fees.

The district acknowledges there may be circumstances that may merit limited exceptions to the
standards. Whereas the district’s partner agencies collectively rely upon the same water resources, such
requests should be cautiously considered by the district’s board of trustees (board).

EXEMPTION REQUEST PROCESS

Only a governmental entity may request exemption. Requests for exemptions to the standards shall be
delivered to the General Manager of the district not less than 30 days prior to consideration of the
request at a regularly scheduled meeting of the district’s board. If the applicant wishes to include visual
aids, a PowerPoint slide deck should be provided along with the exemption request document.



The Proposed Procedure...

* Provides a uniform approach to ensure equitable outcomes.
* Provides structured guidance to the applicant.

 |dentifies and quantifies critical impacts and/or benefits of the
proposed exemption.
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Procurement Memo
To Zachary Renstrom, General Manager
From Brie Thompson, Associate General Manager
Date August 8, 2023
Subject Procurement of General Engineering Services

Type of Procurement: Design Professional Procurement for General Engineering
Services.

Item Description: Multiple award contracts for general engineering services to cover a
broad scope of work including, but not limited to, water rights, land acquisitions, right of
ways, planning, mapping, surveying, grant writing, and hydrologic modeling.

Reason for Procurement: Multiple contracts awarded to best meet a broad range of
needs anticipated to require general engineering services over the next 5 years. With the
20-year plan and other smaller projects within the county, having multiple contracts in
place will allow the district to efficiently hire firms as needed. Contracts are awarded to
several qualified firms that also provide specialized services.

Review of Design Professionals: The following design professionals submitted
statements in response to the district’s Request for Statements of Qualifications. The top
ten (10) highest scoring design professionals were selected:

1. Carollo Engineers 6. Alpha Engineering
2. Stantec 7. Meridian

3. Bowen Collins & Associates 8. LimnoTech

4, Hazen & Sawyer 9. Horrocks

5. Gannett Fleming 10. Jones & DeMille

These design professionals were determined to best meet the needs of the district because
they offer a broad scope of general engineering services as well as a variety of specialized
services that will meet the array of district needs. Contracts are being negotiated with
these design professionals at a price fair and reasonable to the district.

533 E. Waterworks Dr., St. George, UT 84770 » 435.673.3617 * wewed.org



The following design professionals did not score as high as the successful design
professionals:

1. Sunrise 4. Civil Science
2. AE28 5. Brown Engineering
3. HDR 6. Rosenberg

Purchase Amount: Up to $250,000 per individual annual contract.
Contract Type(s): fixed price.
Accounting Code: will vary depending on the department and services rendered.

Approved:

YA

Zachary Renstrom, General Manager




EXHIBIT A: SCOPE OF WORK

General Engineering Services may be solicited by any department of the district. The size
and scope of projects requiring engineering services may vary. Potential areas of need for
engineering services may include, but are not limited to:

O
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Surveying

Hydroelectric Analysis and Design
Water System Hydraulic Analysis
Water quality

Water System finances and o/m/r rate analysis
System water source protection
System construction specifications
Grant support

Dam safety

Water rights

Mapping

Plans

Civil work — power & water lines
Easements, Land and ROW acquisition
Structural design and analysis
Geotechnical

Hydrologic Modeling
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Procurement Memo
To Zachary Renstrom, General Manager
From Whit Bundy, Staff Engineer
Date September 06, 2023
Subject Procurement of Pipeline Replacement through Leeds Town

Type of Procurement: Invitation for Bids for Service

Item Description: The installation of approximately 22,000 feet of 24-inch diameter, 350-
psi ductile iron pipe, various ductile iron fittings, and other appurtenances. In addition, the
installation of 6,500 feet of 10” C-900 pipe was bid in the same bid schedule for Leeds
Domestic Water Users Association for a total of $302,735.

Reason for Procurement: The Operations Department of the Washington County Water
Conservancy District (district) needs to procure this service because the existing HDPE
pipeline that transports water from the Cottam Well system through Leeds town to
Harrisburg has failed and will not hold water. In addition, the pipeline will be upsized to
have sufficient capacity for water to be pumped from the Quail Creek Treatment Plant to
the Cottam Well system at a future date.

Review of Bidders: Landmark Excavating submitted the lowest responsive bid of
$3,609,116. Other bids received are described in the attached bid tabulation.

Purchase Amount: $3,306,381 (Total Bid-LDWA portion)
Contract Type(s): fixed price;
Accounting Code: 20-5410-742

Approved:

%tb? (=_

Zachary Renstrom, General Manager




WASHINGTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
LEEDS WATERLINE REPLACEMENT

Bld Opening Date:

August 28, 2623 § 2:00 pm

BID TABULATION
|LEJM \TEM DESCRIPTION i ORI LANDMARK EXCAVATING FELLER ENTERPRISES SUNRCC
UNIT £05T AMOUNT UNIT COST AMOUNT UNIT COST AMOUNT
BID SCHEDULE A
1 MOBILIZATICN & DEMOBILIZATION 1 LS H 330000400 § 33000000 § 200.000.00 $ 200,000.00 § 441.050.00 § 441,050.00
2 PROJECT SIGN & RECORD DOCUMENTS 1 LS $ 1600000 § 16.000.00 § 3.667.87 §$ 3,667.87 § 718309 % 718300
3 TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 Ls $ 16500000 § 16500000 § 7524736 § 7524736 § 86377100 $ 663.771.00
4 TEMPQRARY CONTROLS ¥ Ls $ 130,00000 § 3000000 $ 8.80287 § 880287 § 47,5000 § 47,500.00
] COORDINATION 1 LS $ 1200000 § 1200000 ¢ 366747 3 366787 § 955500 $ 9.855,00
6 CONNECTIONS, DISINFECTION, & TESTING. 1 Ls $ 65,000.00 § 6500000 § 1684982 ¢ 1684862 § BOST500 § 80.575.00
7 SELECTIVE SITE DEMOLITION 1 LS s 12,00000 § 12.000.00 § 633394 § 633394 § 10,71000 § 1071008
8 REMOVE AND REPLACE CONCRETE FLATWORK W/ BASE 1400 SF H 16.00 3§ 2240000 § 158 § 1821208 § 2625 § 36.750.00
9 REMOVE AND REPLACE CONCRETE CURE & GUTTER W/ BASE m LF $ 96.00 § 10.656.00 $ 10888 § 1208566 § 11200 § 1243248
10 REMOVE AND REPLACE DEEP CURB & GUTTER W/ BASE 185 iF H 12800 $ 2368000 § 8850 § 1624650 § 15000 § 2775000
1 REMOVE AND REPLACE BRIDGE DRIVEWAY APPROACH 65 SF $ 6000 § 150000 § 886 § 772590 § 9200 % 5.980.00
12 ASPHALT REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT W/ BASE 1570 8 $ 57.25 § 83,88250 § 2621 § 72549.70 § 7725 % 121.282.80
13 UDOT ASPHALT REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT W BASE 10250 SY 1 9445 § 96811250 % 8985 § 9i0,962.50 § 11656 §  1,194,125.00
14 REMOVE EXISTING 14" HDPE PIPE 13860 LF 3 1000 § 138,500.00 % 403 § 56,815.50 § 550 § 7617550
15 ABANDON & GROUT EXISTING 14° HDPE PIPE 275 cY 3 39500 § 108,625.00 $ 3501 § 86,627.75 § 24000 § 66.000.00
16 INSTALL 24" DIP PRESSURE CLASS 350 W/ POLY & V-8I0 WRAP 20700 LF 3 4500 $ 101430000 7184 § 148708800 § 9200 $  1,004,400.00
17 INSTALL 8* PVC C-500 (DR 18) 140 LF 3 2500 § 250000 § M2 8 542800 § 5800 § 5.900.00
18 INSTALL 6* DIP PRESSURE CLASS 350 W/ FOLY & V-BIC WRAP 150 LF $ 300§ 375000 § 5608 $ 841200 § 5650 § 8,475.00
19 INSTALL 24" BUTTERFLY VALVE {WCWCD) B EA $ 290000 § 23.20000 3 1.850.00 § 1480000 § 2anog § 1872800
20 INSTALL 8* GATE VALVE {WCWCD} 3 EA $ 132500 % 3.97500 $ 183205 § 548615 § 1.465.00 § 433500
Fal INSTALL 67 GATE VALVE (WCWCD) 4 EA $ 132500 § 5.300.00 § 183205 § 732820 § 146550 $ 5.860.00
22 INSTALL FIRE HYDRANT ASSEMBLY 3 EA 3 3,00000 $ 800600 § 2,146.77 $ 644031 § 292600 $§ 8778.00
23 INSTALL 6" COMBINATION AIR VALVE W/ VAULT 5 EA s 12,300.00 § 61,500.00 § 15079.12 § 7539560 § 1390600 $ £5,530.00
24 INSTALL 2* COMBINATION AR VALVE W/ VAULT 6 EA $ 7.50000 % 4500000 $ 1228335 § 73.760.10 3 10,325.00 $ 61.950.00
25 DRAIN LINE OUELET STRUCTURE 3 EA $ 470000 § 14,100.00 § 291115 § 79345 3 2.866.00 $ 8,598.00
6 PAVEMENT STRIPING 1 LS $ 1200000 § 1290000 § 142857 § 11.42857 § 965000 3 9,650.00
b SANDSTONE ROCK REMOVAL (CONTINGENCY) 40 HR $ 40000 3 16.000.00 $ 47740 § 1909600 3 56300 § 22,520,000
SUBTOTAL A SUBTOTALA §  3,306,381.00 SUBTOTALA §  3.226.461.44 SUBTOTALA §  4,925,622.50
BID SCHEDULE &
1 INSTALL 10" PVC C-900 (DR 18) 6250 LF 5 200§ 13750000 § 3864 3 241.500.00 $§ 2950 § 184,375.00
2 INSTALL 10° DIP PRESSURE CLASS 250 43 LF 3 230 $ 238000 % e § 602650 $ 550 § 6417.50
3 INSTALL 8" DIP PRESSURE CLASS 250 40 LF ] 2300 % 112000 % 7541 § 301640 $ 8350 % 342000
4 INSTALL §° DIP PRESSURE CLASS 250 220 LF $ 28.00 $ 616000 § 7352 ¢ 16,074.40 § 47.00 § 10.340.00
% INSTALL 10" GATE VALVE k3| £A H 130000 § 40,30000 § 195128 § 60,489.68 § 1.590.00 3 49,290.00
& INSTALL 8° GATE VALVE 1 EA H 1,300.00 $ 130000 $ 195128 % 1.951.28 § 1.580.00 3 1,590.00
7 ENSTALL 6" GATE VALVE 15 EA $ 1,30000 § 1250000 3 195128 § 29,269.20 § 138500 § 20,775.00
] 17 SERVICE CONNECTION 32 EA $ 1,80000 § §7.60000 3 209250 $ 66.960.00 § 1,390.00 § 44,480.00
9 2° SERVICE CONNECTION 3 EA $ 352500 % 1147500 3 361874 3 10.856.22 § 284500 % 8.535.00
10 17 COMBINATION AR VALVE W/ VAULT i EA H 940000 § 9,400.00 $§ 10,378.12 § 1037312 § 891000 8.910.00
1 RECONNECT EXISTING PRV 1 LS $ $6,00000 § 16,000.00 $ 1495721 % 14957.21 % 1054500 § 10,845.00
SUSTOTAL B SUBTOTALB § 302,735.00 SUBTOTALE § 461,579.01 SUBTOTALE § 348,977.50
TOTAL TOTAL §  3.609,116.00 TOTAL §  3,689,040.45 TOTAL §  5,274,600.00

Amounts in RED were corrected based on calculation errcrs andior tatal amounts per the Instructions to Bidders Article 3 Paragraph 5
Quantiies in ELUE wara missing information not included in bid documnant submittal



WASHINGTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT
LEEDS WATERLINE REPLACEMENT

Bid Opening Date:
August 28, 2023 § 2:00 pm
BID TABULATION
INTERSTATE ROCK PRODUCTS REQPOINT CONDIE CONSTRUCTION
ITEM DESCRIPTION
UNIT COST AMOUNT UNIT COST AMOUNT URIT COST AMOUNT

BID SCHEDULE A
1 MOBILIZATION & DEMOBILIZATION 1 LS H 245500.00 § 245,500.00 $ 7500000 § 77500000 § T00.952.00 § 700,952.00
2 PROJECT SIGN & REGORD DOCUMENTS 1 LS $ 15565000 § 1555000 % 124.859.00 § 124.859.00 § 18,40000 $ 38,400.00
3 TRAFFIC CONTROL 1 LS 3 160.000.00 § 160.000.00 $ 485,368.00 § 485,366.00 $ 81672000 % £16,720.00
4 TEMPORARY CONTROLS 1 LS H 136,500.00 $ 13650000 § 2849600 % 2949600 § 122,570.00 § 122,570.00
5 COORDINATION 1 LS $ 20,500.00 $ 2050000 $ 17552700 § 17552700 § 2530000 § 25.300.00
6 CONNECTIONS, DISINFECTION, & TESTING 1 LS H 119,10¢.00 § 119,10000 $ /217000 § 19417000 S 146,10000 § 146,100.00
7 SELECTIVE SITE DEMOLITION 1 LS $ 9,500.00 § 950000 § 1431900 14919.00 § 7.40000 % 7,400.00
8 REMOVE AND REPLACE CONCRETE FLATWORK W/ BASE 1400 SF H 1365 § 1897000 § 2100 § 2940000 § 3335 § 46,690.00
9 REMOVE AND REPLACE CONCRETE CURB & GUTTER Wi BASE m LF 4 6200 § 648200 § 170.00 § 1887000 § 143,00 3 16.539.00
10 REMOVE AND REPLACE OEEP CURB & GUTTER W/ BASE 185 LF $ 105.00 § 942500 § 7000 § 3145000 § 25300 % 47,730.00
1 REMOVE AND REPLACE BRIDGE DRIVEWAY APPROACH 65 SF $ 28400 § 1845000 $ 102.00 § 663000 § 11800 § 7,540.00
12 ASPHALT REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT W/ BASE 1570 sr $ 56.60 § 10456200 % 71,00 § 111,470.00 § 10250 § 180,925.00
13 UDGT ASPHALT REMOVAL AND REPLACEMENT W/ BASE 10250 Y $ 12400 § 1.271,00000 & 13900 & 142475000 § 155.85 § 1,597.462.50
" REMOVE EXISFING 14" HDPE PIPE 13850 LF H 755 % 104.567.5¢ § 11.00 § 152,350.00 £ - $ -
15 ABANDON & GROUT EXISTING 14" HDPE PIPE 275 [ H 473.50 § 13021250 § 496.00 § 13640000 5 $
6 INSTALL 247 DIP PRESSURE CLASS 350 Wr POLY & V-BI0 WRAP 20700 LF $ 9450 § 1,956,150,00 § 14800 % 306360000 S $
17 INSTALL B° PVC C-300 (DR 15) 100 LF $ 11325 § 1132500 § 15300 § 1530000 = -]
1] INSTALL 6” DIP PRESSURE CLASS 350 W/ POLY £ V-BIO WRAP 150 L¥ $ 15100 § 2265000 § 8200 % 1230000 3 $
19 INSTALL 24* BUTTERFLY VALVE (WCWCD) 8 EA s 145500 § 1164000 § 124100 § 992800 % H L
20 INSTALL 8" GATE VALVE (WCWCD) 3 EA $ 145500 % 436500 § 92200 § 2,766.00 3 - $ -
2 INSTALL 6 GATE VALVE (WCWCD) 4 EA $ 145500 % 582000 § 90200 § 3.632.00 3 S -
22 INSTALL FIRE HYDRANT ASSEMBLY 3 EA H 758000 $ 2274000 § 386000 $ 11,840.00 5§ H -
23 INSTALL 6" COMBINATION AIR VALVE W/ VAULT 5 EA H 1236000 § 61.800.00 $ 19,897.00 $ 99,485.00 3 § -
24 INSTALL 2 COMBINATION AIR VALVE W/ VAULT [} EA $ 8.82500 3§ §5,950.00 $ 1596400 § 9578400 S $
25 DRAIN LINE GUTLET STRUCTURE 3 EA $ 992500 § 29,775.60 § 226800 § 680400 5 $
28 PAVEMENT STRIPING 1 LS $ 932500 § 932500 3 3450700 % 34,507.00 S 5
27 SANDSTONE ROCK REMOVAL {CONTINGENCY} 40 HR $ 26000 § 14,400.00 $ 1.20000 § 48,000.00 = - S -
SUBTOTAL A SUBTOTALA §  4,589.669.00 SUBTGTALA §  7,114,405.00 SUBTOTALA 3 )Tl 3H &
BED SCHEDULE B
1 INSTAEL 107 PVC C-900 (DR, 18) 6250 1F H 9450 § $90.625.00 % 10600 § 682.500.00 3 5
2 INSTALL 10° DIP PRESSURE CLASS 250 85 LF $ 2000 § 1.700.00 $ 21200 § 1802000 3 5
3 INSTALL 8" EHP PRESSURE CLASS 250 40 LF $ 2000 § 80000 $ 64500 $ 2580000 3 - 5 -
4 INSTALL 6" DIP PRESSURE CLASS 250 220 LF H 243.00 § 53.460.00 § |0 $ 8404000 § 33000 § 72,600.00
5 INSTALL 10" GATE VALVE 3 EA 3 186000 § 146000 § 114500 § 3548500 $ 190000 $ 58,900.00
6 INSTALL B GATE VALVE 1 EA $ 166000 § 1,660.00 % 1.087.00 § 108700 § 130000 § 1.900.00
7 INSTALL 6" GATE VALVE 15 EA $ 171500 $ 25,7500 § 197200 § 6,08000 § 1.900.00 28,500.00
] 17 SERVICE CONNECTIQN 3z EA 3 373500 § 118,520.00 % 1,898.00 § 63.936.00 % 593000 3§ 189.760.00
9 2* SERVICE CONNECTION 3 €A 3 580500 $ 17,715.00 § 344300 § 1032900 % 735000 3 22.050.00
0 17 COMBINATION AIR VALVE W/ VAULT 1 EA s 882000 § 882000 § 10,000.00 $ 10§ 1206500 $ 12.085.00
" RECONNECT EXISFING PRV 1 LS $ 15,80000 § 15,800.00 § 1461600 $ 1461600 § 19.465.00 $ 18,465.00

SUBTOTAL B SUBTOTALE $ 387,285.00 SUBTQTALE § 941.903.00 SUBTOTALE § 405.240.00

TOTAL TOTAL 3  5.475,954.00 TOTAL §  &,056,308.00 TOTAL 3 10.722,876.00

Amounts. in BED were corrected based on calculation errors and/or total amounts per the Instructions to |
Quantitias in B.LE werg misgng nformation not incl LY ] |
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DISTRICT
Procurement Memo
To Zachary Renstrom, General Manager
From Whit Bundy, Staff Engineer
Date September 06, 2023
Subject Procurement of Purgatory Booster pump

Type of Procurement: Invitation for Bids for Service

Item Description: Construction of a complete and functional booster pump station with
three 250 HP vertical turbine pumps. Work includes site work, concrete structure, pumps,
piping and electrical components.

Reason for Procurement: The Operations Department of the Washington County Water
Conservancy District (district) needs to procure this service to enable water to be pumped
from the Quail Creek Water Treatment Plant to supplement the water provided by the
Sand Hollow Well field.

Review of Bidders: VanCon Inc. submitted the lowest responsive bid of $2,037,000. Other
bids received are described in the attached bid tabulation.

Purchase Amount: $2,037,000
Contract Type(s): fixed price;
Accounting Code: 65-7565-720

Approved:

LD R

Zachary Renstrom, General Manager

533 E. Waterworks Dr., St. George, UT 84770 + 435.673.3617 » wewed.org



Bid Tabulation - August 30, 2023

BID SCHEDULE - PURGATORY BOOSTER PUMP STATION PROJECT

Washington County Water Conservancy District
Purgatory Booster Pump Station Project

VanCon Inc. Whitaker Construction
Item Description Quantity [ Units Unit Price Total Unit Price Total

1 |Mobilization 1 Lump Sum $190,000.00] $190,000.000 $210,000.00 $210,000.00
2 |Site Work 1 Lump Sum $150,000.00] $150,000.00F $125,000.00 $125,000.00
3 |Structures 1 Lump Sum $225,000.00 $225,000.00] $270,000.00 $270,000.00
4  |Pumps 1 Lump Sum $300,000.00| $300,000.000 $320,000.00( $320,000.00
5 |Piping and Appurtenances 1 Lump Sum $572,000.00| $572,000.00] $530,000.00 $530,000.00
6 |Electrical 1 Lump Sum $600,000.00| $600,000.00] $615,000.00( $615,000.00

Total Bid Schedule $2,037,000.00 $2,070,000.00

a ALPHA
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CONSERVANCY
DISTRICT
Procurement Memo
To Zachary Renstrom, General Manager
From Corey Cram, Associate General Manager
Date September 11, 2023
Subject Procurement of Services for construction of Toquer Reservoir Foundation

Type of Procurement: Invitation for Bids for Construction Services

Item Description: Construction of Toquer Reservoir Foundation

Reason for Procurement: The Project Development Department of the Washington
County Water Conservancy District (district) needs to procure this service for the next step

in the construction of Toquer Reservoir as part of the larger Ash Creek Project.

Review of Bidders: Feller Enterprises submitted the lowest responsive bid of Other bids
received are described in the attached bid tabulation.

Purchase Amount: $2,921,169.70.
Contract Type(s): fixed price with labor based upon definite quantities.
Accounting Code: 60-5255-000

Approved:

Z_DGl e

Zachary Renstrom, General Manager

533 E. Waterworks Dr., S5t. George, UT 84770 » 435.673.3617 = wcwed.org
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BID TABULATION
TOQUER RESERVOIR DAM
BDNSERVANBY FOUNDATION WORK
DISTRICT

Vendor Bid Amount
Ames Construction $4,173,560.00
Whitaker Construction $3,829,135.50
Harward and Rees $4,710,539.00
Feller Enterprises $2,921,169.70
JP Excavating $5,608,025.00
Sunroc Corp. $3,550,523.00
Interstate Rock Products $3,456,964.00
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DISTRICT
Procurement Memo
To Zachary Renstrom, General Manager
From Randy Johnson, Project Manager
Date September 11th, 2023
Subject Procurement of Materials for Pipeline Project

Type of Procurement: Invitation for Bids for Product

Item Description: Purchasing of materials for the Quail Creek to Cottam Pumpstations
and Pipeline Project

Reason for Procurement: The Project Development Department of the Washington
County Water Conservancy District (district) needs to procure this Product because it needs
pipe, fittings, and other materials to construct a pipeline from the Quail Treatment plant to
Harrisburg on Old Highway 91.

Review of Bidders: HD Fowler Company submitted the lowest responsive bid of
$3,946,044.53. Other bids received are described in the attached bid tabulation.

Supplier Bid Amount

HD Fowler $3,946,044.53
Scholzen Products $3,968,489.67
Mountain Land $4,037,897.76
Ferguson $3,999,001.73

Purchase Amount: $3,946,044.53
Contract Type(s): Fixed Price
Accounting Code: 60-5411-715
Approved:

D)L

Zachary Renstrom, General Manager

533 E. Waterworks Dr., St George, UT 84770 » 435.673.3617 = wowed.org
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DISTRICT
Procurement Memo
To Zachary Renstrom, General Manager
From Trinity Stout, Project Manager
Date September 6, 2023
Subject Procurement of Engineering Services

Type of Procurement: Design Professional Procurement for Engineering Service

Item Description: Engineering services for the design and construction management of
the Sand Hollow 2 MG Tank Project.

Reason for Procurement: The Project Development Department of the Washington
County Water Conservancy District (district) needs to procure engineering services for the
design, bidding and construction management of a new 2 MG storage tank to be located
near Sand Hollow Reservoir. The storage tank will store water supplied by future and
existing culinary wells in the Sand Hollow area and will provide storage for the fast
growing area on the east side of Washington County.

Review of Design Professionals: The following design professionals submitted
statements in response to the district’s Request for Statements of Qualifications. Bowen
Collins & Associates was the highest scoring design professional with which a satisfactory
contract was negotiated at a price fair and reasonable to the district.

1. Bowen Collins & Associates: This design professional was determined to best meet
the needs of the district based on their extensive experience with tank design and
construction management, their proposed management plan, knowledge of the
project and system, and overall engineer qualifications. A satisfactory contract was
negotiated with this design professional at a price fair and reasonable to the district.

2. Sunrise Engineering: This design professional did not score as high as the successful
design professional.

3. Jones and DeMille: This design professional did not score as high as the successful
design professional.

4. Alpha Engineering: This design professional did not score as high as the successful
design professional.

533 E. Waterworks Dr., St. George, UT 84770 « 435.673.3617 * wowced.org



5. Civil Science: This design professional did not score as high as the successful design
professional.

6. AE2S: This design professional did not score as high as the successful design
professional.

Purchase Amount: $562,023
Contract Type(s): Fixed Price

Accounting Code: 60-7623-000

Approved:

Zo> 92 O

Zachary Renstrom, General Manager




A RESOLUTION OF THE WASHINGTON COUNTY WATER CONSERVANCY
DISTRICT BOARD OF TRUSTEES APPOINTING A NEW TREASURER

WHEREAS. the Administrative Policy of the Washington County Water Conservancy
District provides that the Board of Trustees shall elect a Treasurer to perform the duties set forth
in the policy (Section 2.18):

WHEREAS. a vacancy in the Treasurer positions is occurring with the leaving of district
employee. Jenny Maxwell;

NOW THEREFORE. be it resolved that the Board of Trustees of the Washington County
Water Conservancy District hereby appoint District employee Jacob Sullivan to serve as
Treasurer of the District.

DATED this 11th day of September 2023,

WASHINGTON COUNTY
WATER CONSERVANCY DISTRICT:

/
Ed Hn of the Board -

ATTLEST:

Mmd\ Mees.

tary d

VOTING:

Ed Bowler Yea X No
Adam Bowler Yea X No
Chris Hart Yea 3¢ No
Victor Iverson Yca)c No
Michele Randall Yea  No
kress Staheli Yea No

Kevin Tervort Yeax No





